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FOREWORD 
NASA experience has indicated a need for uniform criteria for the design of space vehicles. 
Accordingly, criteria have been developed in the following areas of technology : 
Environment 
Structures 
Guidance and Control 
Chemical Propulsion 
Individual components of this work are issued as separate monographs as soon as they are 
completed. A list of the titles that have been published to date can be found at the end of 
this monograph. 
These monographs are to  be regarded as guides to design and not as NASA requirements 
except as may be specified in formal project specifications. It is expected, however, that the 
monographs will be used to  develop requirements for specific projects and be cited as the 
applicable documents in mission studies or in contracts for the design and development of 
space vehicle systems. 
This monograph was prepared under the cognizance of the Goddard Space Flight Center 
with Scott A. Mills as program coordinator. The principal author was Neil Divine of the Jet 
Propulsion Laboratory. Valuable contributions were also made by A. J.  Beck, F. D. 
Palluconi, and D. M. Wexler of the Jet Propulsion Laboratory, and by J. H. King of Goddard 
Space Flight Center. 
Comments concerning the technical content of these monographs will be welcomed by the 
National Aeronautics and Space Administration, Goddard Space Flight Center, Systems 
Reliability Directorate, Greenbelt, Maryland 2077 1. 
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INTERPLANETARY CHARGED 
PARTICLE MODELS (1974) 
I .  INTRODUCTION 
The design of space vehicles for operation in interplanetary space requires both qualitative 
and quantitative descriptions of charged particle environments. These environments comprise 
the solar wind, solar particle events, and galactic cosmic rays, for all of which extensive data 
have been reported in the literature. The state-of-the-art review and the resulting design 
criteria that are developed in the following sections are based primarily on findings of 
experiments aboard interplanetary and high-altitude earth-orbiting spacecraft. 
The charged particles of interplanetary space require serious design consideration because of 
a number of observed effects on space vehicles. Solar cells are particularly sensitive to  
charged particle impact; important degradation in their power output has been traced to the 
effect of prolonged exposure to the solar wind. Solar protons may similarly impact the 
reliability of electric propulsion systems. Degradation of other spacecraft surfaces, 
particularly coatings and lenses, sometimes occurs after long exposure to interplanetary 
space. Energetic proton impact occasionally causes interference, detector saturation, or 
spurious signals in experiments and spacecraft subsystems during severe solar particle events. 
Galatic cosmic ray impact can lead to interference and failure in sensitive (shielded and 
unshielded) electronic components and subsystems as well as to registering in solid state and 
other detectors, photographic films, and other emulsions. Because of the importance of 
these spacecraft responses for long-term interplanetary and planetary missions, thorough 
descriptions of charged particle intensity, their fluence and their variations with time, 
position, and particle kind and energy are needed. 
Charging of spacecraft by energetic particles is also of concern. The design review team for 
the Helios project concluded that solar wind electron measurements might be affected 
because of differential charging when shadowed portions of the spacecraft acquired a nega- 
tive charge from electron impact. Accordingly, steps were taken to avoid this possibility. 
For spacecraft charging, NASA SP-8111 (Assessment and Control of Electrostatic Charges) 
should be used in conjunction with the data of this monograph. 
The environmental descriptions provided in this monograph apply to interplanetary space 
between 0.1 and 10 AU from the Sun except within the magnetospheres of the Earth and 
other planets with magnetic fields. The criteria developed herein complement space vehicle 
design criteria for the related environments of solar electromagnetic radiation and trapped 
radiation belts of Earth, Jupiter, Saturn, Uranus, and Neptune, which have been published 
and are listed at the end of this monograph. 
2. STATE OF THE ART 
The environment of interplanetary charged particles has three components, two steady and 
one sporadic: the solar wind, galactic cosmic rays, and solar particle events. '[he following 
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sections review state-of-the-art knowledge of these components. The appendices provide 
definitions of symbols and a glossary. 
2.1 Solar Wind 
The solar wind is a fully-ionized plasma that steadily streams outward from the Sun in all 
directions in approximately radial paths. The mass and energy flux are dominated by the 
proton component, for which typical densities and flow speeds near the Earth’s orbit are 5 
cm-3 and 400 km/s for a proton energy near 1 keV. Heavier nuclei, electrons, and the 
interplanetary magnetic field participate in the flow which has characterisitics that vary with 
time and space. The flow represents a very minor contribution to  the overall budget of the 
Sun: mass loss annually to the solar wind is about times the Sun’s mass, and the 
power of kinetic energy in solar wind is between times the power radiated as 
sunlight. 
and 
2.1.1 Theory 
Before in-situ interplanetary observations, some of the important properties of the solar 
wind were predicted on the basis of theoretical considerations and indirect observations 
(sec. 2.1.2). The theories, introduced by Parker (ref. 1) and refined since by many others 
(reviewed in ref. 2), are based on the origin of the solar wind in the Sun’s chromosphere 
where ionization and heating occur by acoustic or magnetic noise coupled to  turbulence in 
the underlying photosphere. Because back-pressure from the interplanetary medium is 
negligible, the hot plasma expands radially. This phenomenon is manifested first as the 
corona and then (beyond some ten solar radii) as a supersonic expansion (relative to the 
speeds of acoustic and AlfvCn waves). The expansion is accelerated by the Sun’s spherical 
divergence and gravity in a manner analogous to  that which governs exhaust flow through a 
nozzle. 
Theoretical solutions of the hydrodynamic equations that describe such a flow (using 
conditions near the Sun as input data) predict average values for the density, velocity, and 
temperature of the plasma near the Earth’s orbit that are close to observed values. 
Confidence is thus established in the predicted radial dependences of these quantities (sec. 
2.1.5). At large distances from the Sun the solar wind presumably terminates by interacting 
with the interstellar medium (relatively cold, non-ionized gas), but the location of the 
heliosphere’s boundary is not well determined either from theory (sample recent analyses 
are provided by references 3 and 4) or from observations although a lower limit of 3.5 AU 
exists (sec. 2.1.2). For present purposes a conservative approach is adopted that ignores this 
boundary and assumes extension of the solar wind to infinity. 
Calculated recombination lifetimes are so much larger than flow times out to several AU 
from the Sun that the solar wind plasma remains effectively fully-ionized throughout 
interplanetary space. This plasma behaves in many respects as a fluid and transports 
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magnetic fields from regions near the solar surface radially into interplanetary space. The 
combination of this transport and solar rotation leads to an interplanetary configuration of 
magnetic field lines (each resembling an Archimedes spiral). The field lines form an even 
number of sectors that rotate with the Sun with alternate sectors having the same polarity 
(the magnetic field within a rotating sector is directed approximately inward or outward 
along the spiral on the average). As modified by solar wind streaming (sec. 2.1.4), this 
general structure is verified by spacecraft magnetometer observations (sec. 2.1.3.4). 
2.1.2 Indirect Observations 
From dynamic interactions of the solar wind with type I (ion) tails of comets, the solar 
wind’s pressure has been inferred at distances up to a few AU from the Earth in directions 
iict confined to the ecliptic plane. Quantitatively, however, the evidence for solar wind 
properties is partially obscured by the individual characteristics, time variability, and 
selection effects of the comets in the observed samples. The major pertinent conclusions 
from such analyses, abstracted from references 5 and 6, are (a) the solar wind radiates in all 
directions to at least 3.5 AU from the Sun, (b) its properties vary somewhat with ecliptic 
latitude, and (c) its velocity, which correlates with indices of geomagnetic activity, e.g., 
Z K p ,  always exceeds 150 km/s with a mean radial component of 500 km/s and an 
azimuthical component of 5 to 10 km/s that moves in the direction of solar rotation. 
Complementary to comet-tail observations that yield information on the massive, proton 
component of the solar wind, observations of the scintillation (at 0.1 to 10 Hz) of small 
diameter radio sources (ref. 7) have been interpreted as fluctuations, on a scale near 100 km, 
in the electron density of (0.14 cm-2)S-2 for the region 0.2 < S < 0.9 AU from the Sun. 
These conclusions are supported, with a modestly different dependence on S, by the 
scintillation discussion in reference 8. 
Additional indirect information on solar wind properties can be inferred (ref. 6) from the 
time delay between observation of flares on the solar surface and associated geomagnetic 
disturbances (sudden commencements) that yield average velocities for shock front 
propagation; from various aspects of geomagnetic disturbances that yield solar wind 
variability information; from the polarization of zodiacal light that yields electron density ; 
from the green coronal emission lines that yield plasma emissivity and temperature near the 
Sun; from solar Lymaniv radiation scattered by neutral hydrogen that yields some 
interaction characteristics be tween the plasma densities and the neutral gas; from dynamic 
spectra of solar radio bursts that yield plasma densities and temperatures near the Sun; from 
scattering of extended radio source emission that yields electron densities and plasma 
filamentary structure; from ground-based radar and satellite radio transmissions that yield 
electron density and its fluctuations; and from cosmic ray variations that yield information 
on solar wind-carried magnetic field fluctuations. Most of the inferences are not discussed 
here because they are consistent with the results of spacecraft observations which provide 
more detail and reliability for the quantities involved. 
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2.1.3 Spacecraft Observations 
Numerous spacecraft-borne instruments, particularly Faraday cups, electrostatic analyzers, 
charged particle telescopes, and search coil and flux gate magnetometers, perform in-situ 
measurements of solar wind properties in interplanetary space beyond the Earth's 
magnetosphere. The following spacecraft carry these instruments: Earth-orbiting satellites 
with apogee distances greater than about 60,000 km (ten Earth radii), notably members of 
the IMP (Explorer) and Vela series, HEOS 1, and OGO 5; lunar orbiters and landers, notably 
Explorer 35;  and planetary and interplanetary vehicles, notably members of the Pioneer and 
Mariner series. 
Characteristics of the solar wind that have been derived from data taken near the Earth's 
orbit are given in the following sections. 
2.1.3.1 Proton Properties 
Figure 1 (adapted from references 9 and 10) includes sample histograms of proton 
concentrations, flow speed, flow direction, and temperature. In each case the most 
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Figure 1.-Sample distributions of proton characteristics in the solar wind near 1 AU. Data 
measured in 1965-1967 by the electrostatic analyzer systems on the Vela 3 (A 
and B) satellites (refs. 9 and 10). 
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probable, median, and mean values increase in that order. To within about a factor 2 
(typical of the upper limit for differences among various experiments), representative 
average proton values are 5 ~ r n - ~  for the concentration, 425 kms" for the flow speed, 1 
degree prograde for the angular departure from the radial, and 8 X lo4 K for the 
temperature. Additional details in the distributions, particularly the slight proton 
temperature anisotropy are of considerable scientific interest, but are ignored here because 
they are insignificant compared to the large variability in the foregoing average quantities. 
Typical ranges and extremes* of selected quantities, derived from published histograms and 
other sources are adopted for design criteria (sec. 3.1). 
2.1.3.2 Heavier Ions 
Figure 2 (from refs. 1 1 and 12) is representative of composition measurements (reviewed in 
ref. 12) and shows that ions heavier than He++ are present in the solar wind. As such ions 
ENERGY P E R  UNIT C H A R G E  (VI  
Figure 2.-Sample distribution of ion species in the solar wind near 1 AU. Data measured 6 
July 1969 by the solar wind (triangles) and heavy ion (dots) analyzers on Vela 5A 
(refs. 11 and 12). 
*Highest values ever reported for wind speed (1000 km/s), proton concentration (200 cm-'), and magnetic field (30 nT), 
Neugebauer (1 973, private communication). The extreme values observed in August 1972 are well-documented by Scarf, 
F. L. and Wolfe, J. H. in J. Geophys. Res., vol. 79, no. 28, 1974, pp. 41794185 and by Mihalov, .I. D. et  al. in 
Proceedings of the 7th ESLAB Symposium, ed., D. E. Page, D. Reidel Co. (Dordrecht, Netherlands) 1974. 
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are negligible in comparison to protons in concentration and in mass and energy flux, they 
are not considered here. Histograms for the concentration, flow speed, direction, and 
temperature of the He++ ions strongly resemble those for the protons if the proton 
concentrations are multiplied by about 0.05 (this an extremely variable ratio). The 
temperature of the He++ ions is four times that of the protons. Thus, both flow and thermal 
velocities are approximately independent of ionic specie in the solar wind. 
2.1.3.3 Electrons 
Montgomery (ref. 13) reviews the available electron data. These data imply that the 
electrons participate in the bulk flow with velocity identical to that of local ions and with 
the concentration required for charge neutrality. The corresponding electron concentration 
and flow histograms are thus comparable to  those shown in figure 1 for the protons and 
vary in phase with the protons. The electron temperature, however, is less variable than the 
proton temperature. Because electron temperature is almost always between 1 O5 and 
2 X lo5 K with negligible anisotropy, the electron kinetic energy distribution, which peaks 
near 20 eV (for higher energies, see sec. 2.3.6), is primarily thermal rather than associated 
with the plasma flow. Average values and typical ranges from the literature are adopted for 
this monograph (table 2, sec. 3.1). 
. 
2.1.3.4 Magnetic Fields 
Figure 3 includes histograms of magnetic field strength and orientation from discussion in 
reference 14. Common magnitudes for this highly variable field are about 5 f 3 nT (5 
gamma, or 5 X Gauss) and may have any direction. On the average, directions inward 
or outward along a line about 45" west of the Sun, are more common. The field reverses 
average direction rather abruptly at irregular intervals (typically one week) and is consistent 
with the spiral and sector structure expected theoretically (sec. 2.1.1). 
2.1.4 Dynamics 
Significant correlations among proton concentration, flow speed, and temperature are 
shown in figure 4 (adapted fronl data reported in ref. 9). Similar correlations are discernible 
in measurements on almost any time scale from seconds to days. They are commonly 
discussed in terms of plasma streams that originate near the Sun, are related to solar activity, 
and move radially away. Among such plasma streams, high concentrations generally 
accompany low flow speeds and proton temperatures so that mass and energy fluxes in the 
solar wind are more nearly uniform than either the concentration or flow speed. The 
concepts of such streams and interactions among them (particularly when a fast stream 
overtakes a slow one) modify the simple theoretical picture (sec. 2.1.1) of the solar wind 
and magnetic field and lead to some understanding of the large variations seen in the plasma 
and field configuration data (ref. 15 and other sources). 
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Figure 4.-Sample correlations among proton characteristics in the solar wind near 1 AU. 
Data sources identical to  those for figure 1 (ref. 9). 
A complementary view of the dynamics of the solar wind is provided by a look at the 
various time scales for variations in solar wind properties. Variations that occur on time 
scales less than or of the order of an hour (the microstructure) serve as data bases for the 
understanding of detailed interactions (including waves) in the solar wind and represent 
convection past the observer of volumes with different plasma properties (ref. 16). 
Variations on time scales of the order of a week (large scale and sector structure, sec. 2.1.1) 
represent the rotation past the observer of stream source regions on the solar surface with a 
period of about 27 days (ref. 10). Variations on time scales of a few years could be 
associated with the 1 l-year cycle of solar activity although predictions of specific variations 
in solar wind properties are not practicable on a long-term basis. However, available data 
indicate that the variations within a few days cover the full range of plasma properties that 
are seen associated with longer cycles. 
2.1.5 Position Dependences 
Spacecraft observations carried out between the orbits of Venus and Mars display no 
significant variation of the plasma velocity and temperature distributions with heliocentric 
distance S, but the concentration distributions are consistent with an S2 dependence (ref. 
17). These results are limited by the large variability in solar wind properties at one value of 
S (namely the Earth's orbit) and by the relatively small range of S values available to the 
experiments. They are generally consistent with a variety of theoretical analyses among 
which reference 18 is helpful because of its emphasis on variations with distance S and its 
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citation of most other prominent analyses. In interplanetary space, i.e., more than several 
radii from the Sun, simple power law dependence on distance is adequate for present 
purposes so we adopt proportionalities of S-l for the magnetic field strength (appropriate 
for the two non-radial components), S1 f0.5 for temperatures, and S2 for concentrations. 
Plasma velocity is taken as invariant with distance S. 
Likely dependences on solar latitude are ignored because they are unknown and probably 
smaller than the range exhibited by the variability with time. 
The following information and considerations are of further interest to spacecraft design. 
Derived parameters of energy, flux, and pressure for the components of the solar wind are 
evaluated in table 2, section 3.1. For spacecraft surfaces not directly exposed to the solar 
wind flow, i.e., in a partially shielded location or on the lee side of the spacecraft (in the 
wake), the electron flux is not affected because electron thermal speeds exceed the relative 
velocity whereas protons are absent because their thermal speeds are much less than the 
relative velocity. This theoretical expectation applies unless spacecraft potentials exceed 
about 1 keV; then, detailed considerations of spacecraft configuration and space charge are 
required. Spacecraft pc?tentids that may develcp in space are disciinsed in NASA SP-8111 
(Assessment and Control of Electrostatic Charges). 
2.2 Galactic Cosmic Rays 
Galactic cosmic rays are relativistic charged particles (electrons and atomic nuclei) that 
continuously penetrate the solar system from external sources in contrast to those that 
originate in the solar system. Individual particle energies range upward from about 1 to 
10' 
J/m3 which is comparable to the energy density of electromagnetic radiation from non-solar 
sources. In the literature cosmic rays are commonly described in rigidity rather than in 
energy terms (apps. A and B). 
MeV, and typical energy densities for the entire population are in the range of lo-' 
2.2.1 0 bservations 
At the highest energies observed (210' MeV), the intensity of cosmic rays is so small 
(s10-sm-2 s-' sr-' ) that it is impossible to record enough primaries for statistical significance 
with direct detectors of reasonable exposure. However, such particles do reach the Earth's 
atmosphere with negligible interplanetary or terrestrial magnetic field deflection and react 
with nuclei of air molecules to produce numerous secondaries in the form of extensive air 
showers (EAS) that can be analyzed with an array of ground-based scintillation detectors. 
This technique, reviewed in reference 19, effectively employs a large area of the atmosphere 
to provide sufficient exposure but does not permit the unambiguous identification of the 
primary cosmic ray particles. 
At intermediate energies (lo4 to lo9 MeV), data from ground-based instruments is 
supplemented by balloon-borne and to some ex tent by spacecraft experiments. Although 
any material may be examined for the effects of cosmic ray impact (ionization or nuclear 
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reactions), calibrated detectors (emulsion stacks, spectrometers, calorimeters, Cerenkov 
counters, and scintillators) provide the most detailed data. The ratios of protons and helium 
nuclei are very similar to those at lower energies, and the.proportions of heavier nuclei, 
although possibly enhanced at higher energy levels, are still very small. The integral intensity 
determined from data at intermediate and high energies is reproduced in figure 5 (ref. 19). 
At low energies (<IO4  MeV), the particle intensities are affected by interplanetary and 
terrestrial magnetic fields and so depend on time and location of measurement. 
Consequently, detectors near the Earth’s surface, particularly neutron monitors, measure 
fluxes of secondary particles produced in the atmosphere that depend strongly on latitude 
and less strongly on time of day. These monitors can also show counting rate enhancements 
during solar particle events, Forbush decreases (when solar wind streams near the Earth 
deflect lowenergy particles), and variation with phase of the solar cycle. Numerous other 
detection systems for the low-energy particles and their secondaries have been deployed 
near the ground and within Earth’s atmosphere and magnetosphere. 
More reliable data on interplanetary intensities of low energy galactic cosmic rays have been 
derived from experiments on spacecraft beyond the influence of the Earth’s atmosphere and 
magnetic field. These data come from cosmic ray telescopes on IMP, OGO, Mariner, Pioneer, 
and Soviet spacecraft. This instrument consists of an array of shielded Geiger-Muller 
counters, ionization chambers, solid state detectors, scintillators, and Cerenkov detectors 
with appropriate pulse height coincidence, anti-coincidence, and geometric analysis. After 
corrections for background noise and solar particles, the intensities are isotropic and in 
broad agreement among the numerous experiments; appropriate sample values for three 
different years are shown in figure 6 (ref. 20); the maximum integral proton flux 
corresponding to these data is about 3 X lo3 m-2 s-l 
These experiments are sometimes configured in ways that permit discrimination among 
electrons, positrons, protons, and several heavier nuclei. Among primary cosmic ray 
particles, protons predominate whether comparisons are made on the basis of rigidity, 
kinetic energy per incident particle, or kinetic energy per nucleon. Quantitative comparisons 
are commonly made on this last basis; an example is a useful, brief review in reference 21 
from which figure 7 is taken for helium and other nuclei. Figure 8 from reference 23, 
provides comparative differential intensity spectra for electrons, positrons, protons, and 
helium nuclei. 
2.2.2 Theory 
Theoretical discussions of galactic cosmic rays commonly treat their composition, energy 
spectrum, and modulation which are among the characteristics that can be observed. These 
analyses treat particle origin and acceleration, e.g., Simpson (ref. 21); transport and 
containment in the galaxy and interaction with interstellar matter, e.g., Fichtel and Reames 
(ref. 24); and convection, diffusion, and other propagation effects in interplanetary space, 
e.g., Jokipii (ref. 25). For all these topics, however, there are major unresolved problems, 
and the theories do not greatly assist in the development of an engineering-oriented 
10 
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Figure 5.-Composite integral intensity spectra of primary galactic cosmic rays. The entries 
and their sources are reviewed by Sreenkantan (ref. 19). 
11 
A L  
1 1 1 1 
I O 1  102 I o3 I 0‘ 
PROTON KINETIC ENERGY (MeV) 
Figure 6.-Composite differential intensity spectra of galactic cosmic ray protons. The 
entries and their sources are reviewed in reference 20. 
environmental description that is based simply on observations. In particular, heliocentric 
distance variations that might support the interplanetary transport models have not been 
confirmed by current data. (sec. 2.2.4). 
2.2.3 Numerical Representations 
For present purposes, instead of theoretical spectra for the components of galactic cosmic 
rays, we describe the intensities with ad hoc numerical expressions which approximate the 
data displayed in figures 5 ,  6, and 8. Such an expression for the integral electron intensity I, 
is 
2000 400 
Ie = + -  
(aE6 +DE3 t E2 t Y)’/~ E3/2 (1) 
and its derivative that specifies the differential electron intensity i, is 
5O0(6aE5 + 3PE2 + 2E) 600 
ie - + -  
(aE6 + PE3 + E2 + 7)5/4 E5l2 
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MEASURE BY THE UNIVERSITY OF CHICAGO COSMIC 
RAY TELESCOPES ON BOARD THE SATELLITES IMP-4 
(1967-1968) AND IMP-5 (1969-19701 
FROM 100 T O  300 MeVlnucleon 
0 Webber. W R. et  al (ref 22) 
FROM 250 TO 850 MeVlnucleon 
O I ~ , I , 1 , I , I , I , I , 1 , l , I , I , 1 , i , 1 , 1 , ]  
0 2  4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20 22 24 26 28 30 
NUCLEAR CHARGE NUMBER 
Figure 7.-Relative abundances (Carbon = 100) of cosmic ray nuclei a t  energies below 1000 
MeV/nucleon as measured by IMP 4 and 5 (ref. 21 1. 
Here the required units are E in MeV, I, in m-2 s-l s i 1  , and ie in m-2s-1 s i 1  MeV1 ; values of 
a = IO-'  2 ,  = and y = 6 X lo4 yield intensities that match the mean of the observed 
data (fig. 8) to  25% or better at every electron energy in the range 1 < E < 3 X lo5 MeV. 
Within a factor of 2, the positron intensities are 0.1 times the electron intensities (eqs. 1 and 
2) at the same energy. 
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Figure 8.-Composi t e  differentia I intensity 
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spectra of galactic cosmic ray electrons, 
positrons, protons, and helium nuclei. The entries and their sources are reviewed 
in reference 23. 
(3) 
and 
For the protons, comparable expressions are 
1 o7 + 3 x  lo5 I =  
[,E6 + bE4 + E2 + (1.8)E;l 2 /5  E3I5 (E + yEi)  P 
Here the required units are the same as for electrons; and values of a = 9 X lo-,’, P = 
5 X lo-’, and y = 8 yield intensities that match the mean of the observed data (figs. 5 and 
6) to 50% or better at every proton energy E > 20 MeV. Here also E, is the energy at which 
ip is maximum; and for the best fit to  figure 6,  the values 300,400, and 550 MeV should be 
assigned to  E, in 1965, 1967, and 1969, respectively. The intensities of other nuclear 
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species may be approximated for the same values of energy E in MeV/nucleon, by 
multiplying the proton expressions by the values listed in table 3 (sec. 3.2) and contained in 
figures 7 and 8. 
2.2.4 Time and Position Dependences 
The modulation of the intensities of galactic cosmic rays imposes variations up to an order 
of magnitude on the low energy (2 100 MeV) particles on a time scale of a few years (fig. 
6). Even though the most plausible explanation involves the interaction of the galactic 
cosmic rays with interplanetary magnetic fields controlled by the solar wind, quantitative 
correlations with solar activity indicators are not reliable even over the short time span from 
1965 (near solar minimum) to the present (well beyond solar maximum). Thus, as an ad hoc 
technique for representation of past data and predictions for spacecraft design, values for E, 
(energy parameter in the proton fit, sec. 2.2.3) are suggested as follows: 
Here E, is in MeV, t is the date in years, and a solar cycle of 21 years (half-cycle 10.5 years) 
has been assumed. This representation for E, is shown in figure 13 (sec. 3) and 
approximately reproduces the E, values cited in section 2.2.3. 
Spacecraft data for deriving the variation of galactic cosmic ray intensities with heliocentric 
distance near Earth give very diverse and possibly energy-sensitive results. (References 26 and 
27 suggest that data associated with a baseline of a few tenths of an astronomical unit are 
not appropriate for establishing a reliable relationship between galactic cosmic ray 
intensities and heliocentric distances.) The Pioneer 10 observations with a baseline that 
extends to 4 AU from the Sun have given a null result for variation of the intensity of 
protons above 80 MeV with heliocentric distance (ref. 28). It has further been demonstrated 
that, at low energies, theory permits several very different interstellar cosmic ray spectra 
(ref. 29) to match observed ones near the Earth after modulation by convection, diffusion, 
and other mechanisms. Thus, it is difficult to rationally select an interstellar spectrum and a 
corresponding description for the transition from 1 AU to interstellar space. We adopt here 
the simplest description consistent with the observations, i.e., in all interplanetary space, 
cosmic ray intensities and their energy spectra are identical to  those observed just beyond 
the Earth’s magnetosphere. This is equivalent to assuming a modulation region that is large 
compared to the Earth’s orbit within which cosmic ray intensities are uniform in space but 
variable with time. In this modulation region, the intensities would be rather different at 
low energies than the presumably time-independent intensities in interstellar space. 
Data on the time and position dependences of the electron component of cosmic rays, e.g., 
Earl (ref. 30) and Schmidt (ref. 31), are less thoroughly developed than for the protons so 
we adopt the spectra specified by equations 1 and 2 for all interplanetary times and 
positions. 
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2.3 Solar Particle Events 
Occasionally protons with energies of the order of 10 to 100 MeV propagate in 
interplanetary space after acceleration near the Sun. This phenomenon is called a solar 
particle event and generally occurs subsequent to  flares on the Sun’s surface. The flare 
eruption and proton acceleration and release probably share an origin in local instabilities of 
the plasma and magnetic field configurations within active regions on the Sun that are 
usually associated with sunspots. Such protons are referred to as solar flare protons or solar 
cosmic rays. Associated electrons are discussed in section 2.3.6. 
2.3.1 0 bservations 
The presence of energetic solar particles near the Earth has been inferred from various 
ground-based instruments, notably neutron monitors, ionization chambers, riometers, and 
from charged particle detectors carried in balloons, aircraft, and satellites. The data so 
acquired, however, include modifications that result from particle interactions with the 
Earth’s magnetosphere and atmosphere. More direct data are fortunately available from 
charged particle detectors on IMP spacecraft (Earth-orbiting satellites with apogees outside 
the magnetosphere) and on Pioneer spacecraft (that operate in interplanetary space). Some 
protons in the energy range of interest are commonly present. However, flux enhancements 
from solar protons of several orders of magnitude occur in relatively distinct events at very 
irregular intervals. In many months no events are detected, but in others one to  six occur so 
an average rate is of the order of one event per month. 
During an event, particle intensities peak at some particular energy after a rapid rise, 
commonly of a few hours, and decrease more slowly until disappearance, commonly after 
several days. The time profiles and the development of the spectra are of great variety and 
are affected by the individual event and the detector trajectory (ref. 32). The integration of 
the intensity from all directions and over the duration of the event leads to  values for the 
fluence at various proton energies. Recurrences of proton detection after about 27 days (one 
solar rotation) have also been observed, but the recurrent intensities are orders of magnitude 
smaller than the original ones. 
The angular distribution derived from charged particle telescope data are strongly variable as 
well, according to  summaries, e.g., reference 33. The anisotropy commonly ranges between 
0.2 and 0.5 early in an event with the variable direction of maximum intensity often parallel 
to the interplanetary magnetic field. Later in the event after the peak intensity, the 
anisotropy is commonly smaller, e.g., 0.1, so a more nearly isotropic intensity is indicated. 
Because the dependence of the intensity on direction is so variable and because the 
intensities are so variable in time and the events are so sporadic, it is not worthwhile t o  
include directional effects in an engineering model as their variations are masked by other 
uncertainties. 
2.3.2 Theory 
Several authors have discussed mechanisms for processes near the Sun that result in particle 
acceleration, storage, injection, and leakage. However, it is difficult to judge the validity of 
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these mechanisms on the basis of observed particle populations. This is because the 
population of the particles undergoes major modifications through various phenomena of 
particle transport in space. These phenomena include convection, adiabatic deceleration, 
anisotropic diffusion, interaction with a diffusion region external boundary, and possibly 
others. Their theoretical treatment is commonly handled with a Fokker-Planck equation; 
the complexity of the relationships among position, time, energy, intensity, flux, and 
various input parameters, e.g., in the diffusion coefficients and boundary conditions, 
suggests that numerical solutions are appropriate. Aspects of such theories, their 
development in the literature, their numerical solutions, and comparisons with the 
observations are given in references 34, 35, and elsewhere. 
Both the complexity of the theory and the individuality of particular events suggest that the 
above successful theoretical and numerical treatments are not suitable for the overall 
engineering descriptions needed here. Therefore, we view the peak intensity and fluence for 
an event as functions of energy and heliocentric distance, irrespective of the time profile or 
the angular and heliocentric longitude dependences. Near the Earth’s orbit, average energy 
spectra for numerous solar particle events can be obtained from spacecraft observations. 
However, only a few events have been observed at widely-separated positions so that 
inferences about position dependences are confused by the individuality of the events 
observed. Furthermore, the position dependences may differ at  different energies because 
the relevant transport mechanisms assume different relative importances. 
To provide a suitably simple model, three ad hoc assumptions, only loosely tied to the 
results of the theoretical treatments, are adopted here. First, particle acceleration and loss in 
interplanetary space are ignored so that energy spectra are independent of position. Second, 
any angular spreading of the particles (as they move a distance S from the Sun) is ignored so 
-that, to avoid long-term changes in the particle content of interplanetary space, a fluence 
proportional to S2 applies to events on the average. Third, to  account for more rapid 
diffusion in the general direction of the particle trajectory than perpendicular diffusion, the 
radial extent of a group of particles is taken as proportional to  S so that the peak intensity is 
proportional to S3 (inversely proportional to the volume occupied by the particles) for 
events on the average. Some alternate, energy-dependent relations, and further references 
are discussed by Thomas (ref. 36) and Haffner (ref. 37); for S>lAU, the dependences used 
in this monograph predict equal or higher intensities than references 36 and 37. 
2.3.3 Data Availability 
Tables that summarize data from many events on a common basis are needed to develop 
prediction schemes. Because there is strong correlation of these events with other various 
aspects of solar activity, the data are divided into solar cycles which are revealed by sunspot 
number maxima and minima with an approximate eleven-year periodicity. Prior to  solar 
cycle 19, starting in 1954, insufficient data on solar protons are available for useful analysis. 
For cycle 19 (from 1954 to 1964) a data tabulation is provided by Weddell and Haffner 
(ref. 38) that extends the ground-based, balloon, and satellite data compiled by Webber (ref. 
39) through 1963. For cycle 20 (from 1964 to the present) data tabulations are provided by 
Atwell (ref. 40), Yucker (ref. 41), and King (ref. 42), mainly on the basis of IMP and 
Explorer spacecraft observations. Because cycle 19 was exceptionally active (unlike 
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expectations for the following several cycles, notably 20 and 21) and because available data 
exhibit poorer internal consistency than for cycle 20, King (ref. 42) argues convincingly that 
cycle 20 data alone form an appropriate basis for predictions. 
Some of the foregoing data compilations and others include various other facets of solar 
activity, e.g., observed details of associated sunspots, flares, plages, and radio frequency 
bursts. Correlations of such data with solar particle event observations permit short-term 
predictions of solar particles on time scales from weeks to  hours in advance with modest 
accuracy. Such predictions are useful in spacecraft operations (ref. 43). For spacecraft and 
mission design purposes, however, long-term predictions are needed. Available techniques 
quantify the correlations of event probability of occurrence and severity with solar activity 
and use the results for prediction purposes; leading examples are references 3 6 , 4 1 , 4 4 , 4 5 ,  
46, and 47. Certain features from these articles have been included in the recent 
development of a complete probabilistic description by King (ref. 42). 
In sections 2.3.4 and 2.3.5 a modification of King’s technique is adopted which includes the 
following features: solar particle event data from cycle 20 alone; continuous (rather than 
discrete) values for energy, intensity, fluence, and probability; and applicability to  interplan- 
etary missions with arbitrary time profiles of heliocentric distance. 
For rare solar events with substantial proton intensities at very high energies (near 1000 
MeV) such as observed in cycles 18 and 19, section 2.3.6 provides a means for representa- 
tion. 
2.3.4 Application of Data to Mission Planning 
King (ref. 42) has made a careful analysis of the cycle 20 events, with three major 
conclusions. 
1. Most events (labeled OR, for ordinary) can be described by a log-normal 
distribution in event fluence. Although the parameters of such a distribution 
depend on the criteria used for selection of the data set, the chosen criteria do not 
greatly affect the mission fluence probabilities that are derived. 
2. The events of August, 1972, which yielded most of the solar proton fluence 
observed in cycle 20, are representative of the most severe events in other solar 
cycles and belong to an event class distinct from the foregoing OR events. Such 
events King labels AL (anomalously large) and concludes that they must be 
treated separately from the OR events in any probabilistic description. 
3. The separate contributions of AL and OR events to mission probabilities can be 
simplified to graphical and numerical techniques that permit facile computation 
of fluences for missions at 1 AU from the Sun during the seven most active years 
of cycle 2 1. 
For the present purposes the foregoing conclusions have been adopted and extended in the 
following ways. 
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4. Points 1 through 3 above can be applied with minor modifications to the peak 
proton intensity during a mission. 
5. The technique for both peak intensity and fluence can be modified to  permit its 
use for missions that exceed the restri,ctions of point 3 above (i.e., extension to  
missions away from 1 AU and at any time in the solar cycle). 
To implement these concepts, we first specify the log-normal distributions for the peak 
intensity and fluence of the cycle 20 events listed by King (ref. 42). Let x represent the 
common logarithm of the peak intensity I, and p(x)dx represent the probability that I falls 
in the interval (1 O x ,  1 O x + d  '), where 
Similarly, where the symbol ( ) denotes average value, let y represent the common logarithm 
of the event fluence F, and q(y)dy represent the probability that F falls in the interval (1 Oy , 
~ n v + d y \  ... 9 - - - -  
IU*  1, W l l C l C  
1 
d Y )  = - exp [ -(y - (log F))2 /2u: I 
O F 6  
(7)  
The parameters for these fits derived from the 12 largest among the appropriate OR event 
entries tabulated by King (ref. 42) are given in table 4 (sec. 3 .3 ) ,  where units m-2s-1 sr-' and 
m-* are associated with entries for I and F, respectively. 
2.3.5 Long-Term Probabilities 
Commonly for random, independent solar particle events, the Poisson distribution is used, 
e.g., Yucker (ref. 41). However, because the data base for cycle 20 events is so limited, the 
rate parameter basic to  such a Poisson distribution cannot be precisely determined. Burrell 
(ref. 44) has shown that the appropriate distribution results from an extension of Poisson 
statistics to a small data set. The result, as presented by King (ref. 42), is 
(N + n)! ( T / T ) ~  
P(n, 7; N, T) = -
N!n! [l t (T/T)] N+n+l 
where P is the probability that n events occur in a time interval 7 on the basis that N events 
were observed in a comparable past time interval T. 
To apply the foregoing distribution to  the peak intensity observed for a mission of duration 
7, consider the probability 
P, (I) = Jrg I p(x)dx 
19 
that if one event occurs its peak intensity is less than I. (We set aside energy dependence for 
simplicity.) The comparable probability Pn (I)  that if n events occur the peak intensity is less 
than I, is Pn(I) = [PI  (1)In. Thus the probability that the peak intensity for the mission 
exceeds I is simply 
n= I 
If we use the N = 12 events in T = 7 years which are described by equation 8, the 
probability specified in equation 10 is a function only of 7 and I. I t  has been computed for 
several cases and is shown in figure 9 (sec. 3.3). Although the figure has been prepared for 
an energy threshold E = 30 MeV, reasonable results for other energy thresholds can be 
obtained by scaling witR the (log I) values from table 4. 
The analysis for the mission fluence is much more complex because every event contributes 
to  the fluence. That analysis has been completed by King (ref. 42) who evaluates in figure 
10 (sec. 3.3) the expression for fluence comparable to equation 10. However, in cycle 20 
most of the fluence was contributed by the AL events in August, 1972, whereas the 
foregoing analyses consider only several OR events. Because of the difference between these 
two kinds of events, it is possible to  distinguish two regimes, Regime 1 in which the OR 
events may be ignored and Regime 2 in which only the OR events contribute significantly. 
The separation between these regimes has been derived by King (ref. 42) as shown in figure 
11, (sec. 3.3) where Regime 1 lies below and to  the right of the curve labeled N = 1 and 
Regime 2 lies on the other side of this curve. 
If the OR events are ignored, a very simple probability analysis results from equation 8 by 
consideration of AL events alone. On the basis that one event (N = 1) was observed in the 
time interval T (seven years) by considering the August 1972 data as one event, the 
probability that no events (n = 0) occur in a time interval 7 is given through use of equation 
8 as 
Thus, the probability that the peak intensity of the August 1972 events (table 4, sec. 3.3) be 
matched because one or more such events occur, is [ 1 - P(0, T ;  1, T)] as given by equation 
11. This result is the basis of the N = 1 curve in figure 11 (sec. 3.3). 
For Regime 1 where the major contribution is from AL events, the fluence associated with a 
particular probability level may be derived from one or more AL events. For this purpose, 
King (ref. 42) has derived figure 12, (sec. 3.3) from the appropriate combination of terms 
represented by equation 8, with N = 1 and T = 7 yr. To obtain a continuous representation 
of fluence as a function of probability one may interpolate in figure 12 (sec. 3.3) to find the 
number of AL events associated with a given probability and time interval and then multiply 
that number of'events by the fluence entries in table 4 (sec. 3.3). This technique reproduces 
King's results for integer numbers of AL events. 
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PROBABILITY OF EXCEEDING I 
Figure 9.-Probability of exceeding peak intensity I of solar protons with energy EP > 30 
MeV, for missions of varying duration a t  S = 1 AU, and for intensities less than 
that associated with 1 A L  event. (Intensity for 1 A L  event i s  shown by horizontal 
bars.) 
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PROBABILITY OF EXCEEDING F 
Figure 10.-Fluence of protons above 30 MeV that will be exceeded with probability, P, for 
missions of varying durations a t  S = 1 AU and for fluence levels less than that 
associated with one AL event. (Fluence for 1 AL event is shown by horizontal 
bars.) Heavy dots on each curve indicate galactic proton fluence to  be 
encountered (from King, ref. 42). 
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Figure 1 1.-Probability of observing a t  least one event for missions of duration 7 given the 
past observation of one and twelve events in seven years (from King, ref. 42). 
As a final modification of the foregoing analysis, we consider missions that encompass 
values of heliocentric distance S f 1 AU and time intervals ( t l  < t < t 2 )  that exceed the 
seven active years (1977-1983) anticipated for cycle 21. These two modifications can be 
effected by multiplying the results for intensity or fluence by 
The heliocentric distance variation comes from the considerations in section 2.3.2: the 
fluence at S f 1 AU is FS2 so an integration as specified in equation 12 is appropriate when 
2 is taken as the value of m. Similarly for the peak intensity, equation 12 should be applied 
for m = 3. For the seven active years of the solar cycle, f(t) = 1 is consistent with the 
foregoing analysis. For the four years (1 962-1 965) of the solar minimum between cycles 19 
and 20, both the frequency and severity of solar particle events are lower than for OR 
events between 1966 and 1972, and AL events are absent (refs. 41 and 42). An estimate of 
the frequency and severity ratios from the values derived by Yucker (ref. 41) and 
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Figure 12.-Probability of observing more than n events in missions of varying durations 
given the past observation of one event in seven years (from King, ref. 42). 
subsequent data suggest that f(t) = 0.3 is a reasonable upper limit for solar minimum; the 
reduced frequency can be simply included if we use 
r =  l: f(t)dt 
24 
for missions that occur partly or completely during solar minimum. The techniques of 
equations 12 and 13 permit extension of the analysis represented by equations 6 through 10 
and figures 9 through 12 (sec. 3.3) to conditions away from S = 1 AU and solar maximum. 
1960.0 1965.0 i9m.o 1975.0 1980.0 1985.0 1990.0 
TIME 
Figure 13.-Time-dependence of the energy parameter E, for the numerical representation 
of galactic cosmic ray proton intensities modulated by solar activity. 
2.3.6 Other Particles and Energies 
Components of solar particle radiation other than the solar wind and solar flare protons in 
the energy range of a few to a few hundred MeV are less fully treated in the research 
literature. Their development here is accordingly brief. 
For energies from 100 MeV to  about 1000 MeV, solar event data are rare, but an extrapola- 
tion of the description of sections 2.3.4 and 2.3.5 for solar protons is probably reasonable, 
particularly for OR events and for fluence estimates. At about 1000 MeV and above, 
primary galactic cosmic rays (sec. 2.2) dominate the environment except for rare, high- 
energy solar proton events. For the latter, near and above 1000 MeV, the largest intensities 
ever observed were included in the event of 23 February 1956 (cycle 19) for which a 
schematic spectrum is provided by Foelsche” ; that spectrum can be represented (applying 
some of the considerations in the foregoing sections) as a peak intensity in the form 
I = (4 X lo6 m-2S-1Sr-1)(E/1000 MeV)-YS-3 
where y = 0.7 for E < 1000 MeV and y = 4 for E > 1000 MeV. Occurrence of other 
high-energy events on 25 July 1946, 19 November 1949, 12 November 1960, and 30 March 
1969 suggest that such events may be associated with rapidly increasing or decreasing solar 
activity rather than with the periods of peak activity in each cycle. 
*Foekche, T., “Radiation Measurements and Doses at SST Altitudes,” NASA TMX-2440, 1972, pp. 894-901. Other 
compilations by Foelsche of high energy events are found in NASA SP-71, SP-169, and NASA TND-7715. 
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In the energy interval between the solar wind and solar proton events < E < 10 
MeV), a peak integral intensity of I = (1 O8 m-'s- sr- )/S3 E! .' approximately matches both 
a high solar wind value and a typical solar proton event. In the same interval an average 
integral intensity of I = ( lo6 m-'s-l sr-' )/S' E'.7 approximately matches both a typical 
solar wind value and average fluence accumulation rate from solar proton events. In these 
crude approximations the heliocentric distance S is in AU and the proton kinetic energy E is 
in MeV for the range < E < 10 MeV. The two proton enhancements reported for 5 5 
E 5 20 keV by Frank (ref. 48) had intensities intermediate between the average and peak 
values resulting from the foregoing two expressions. 
Nuclei other than protons are present in solar particle events, but intensity ratios are less 
than or equal to that of helium for which an intensity 0.05 times that of the protons is 
reasonable for both the solar wind (sec. 2.1.3.2) and solar particle events (ref. 49); a range 
of 0.0 to 0.25 for this ratio includes most of the data. 
Cline and McDonald (ref. 50) describe the 3 to 12 MeV electron component of several solar 
particle events that were observed by IMP 1 and 3. Typical peak intensities are 
104m-2~-1sr-1 in this energy range for which McDonald et al. (ref. 23) feel a differential 
spectrum proportional to E-3 is appropriate. A peak integral intensity approximation, I = 
( lo5 m-2 s-l s i 1  )/S3 E2,  matches these properties and when extrapolated to lower energies is 
comparable to the largest observed intensity tabulated by Lin and Anderson (ref. 51) for 
electrons with energy E > 40 keV. If a duration of lo4  seconds and a rate of the order of 
once per month are adopted for such a solar event electron intensity, an average integral 
intensity approximation, I = (400 m-2 s-l sr-' )/S2 E2,  is comparable both to the galactic 
cosmic ray electron intensity above 1 MeV (some of these may be solar as discussed in ref. 
23) and to the intensity of electrons in the solar wind at energies 20 5 E 5 lo3  eV (ref. 52 
and sec. 2.1.3.3). In these crude approximations the heliocentric distance S is in AU and the 
electron kinetic energy E is in MeV for 2 X < E < 10 MeV. At higher energies galactic 
cosmic ray electrons dominate (sec. 2.2). 
CRITERIA 
Quantitative descriptions for charged particle environments in interplanetary space that 
include time, position and energy dependences, probabilities, and other parameters are 
recommended for design and mission planning in the following sections. The environments 
consist of solar wind, energetic solar protons and electrons, and galactic cosmic rays. The 
descriptions apply everywhere in interplanetary space between 0.1 and 10  AU from the Sun 
except within the magnetospheres of the Earth and other planets with magnetic fields. 
Within the magnetospheres, the planetary magnetic fields exclude the solar wind but permit 
entry of solar particles and galactic cosmic rays; these are less concentrated at lower Earth 
altitudes than in interplanetary space. Their intensities are enhanced by trapped radiation 
belts and magnetospheric plasma. The trapped radiation belts of the Earth are described in 
NASA SP-8116, the trapped radiation belts of Jupiter in SP-8069, the belts of Saturn in 
SP-8091, and the belts of Uranus and Neptune in SP-8 103. 
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For this monograph, table 1 gives the sections in which intensities are found for the particle 
kinds and energy ranges of interplanetary space. Basic relationships between intensity, flux, 
and fluence can be obtained from the definitions of symbols and terms in appendices A and 
B. 
ENERGYRANGE 
5 1  keV (Solar Wind) 
1 keV to 10 MeV 
TABLE 1 
INTERPLANETARY CHARGED PARTICLE INDEX 
SECT1 ON 
3.1 (table 2) 
3.3.3 
Protons 
Other Ions 
and Nuclei 
Electrons 
Positrons 
CHARGE AND MASS 
e =  1.602X 1019 C 
= 1.67 X lom2’ kg 
mP 
+Ze 
-e 
me = 9.11 X lom3’ kg 
+e 
10 to l o 3  MeV 
(Solar Particle Events) 
I 3.3.1 and 3.3.2 
I 3.2 >10 MeV 
(Galactic Cosmic Rays) I 
I 
510-3 MeV (Solar Wind) I 3.1 
to  10 MeV/nucleonl 3.3.3 
3.2 (table 3) 
>10 MeV/nucleon 
(Galactic Cosmic Rays) 
5 2 0  eV (Solar Wind) I 3.1 (table 2) 
20eV to  10 MeV 3.3.3 
>10 MeV 
(Galactic Cosmic Rays) 
>1 MeV 1 3.2 (Galactic Cosmic Rays) 
3.1 Solar Wind 
The solar wind is fully-ionized plasma continuously streaming approximately outward from 
the Sun with variable concentrations, velocities, and temperatures of electrons, protons, and 
heavier positive ions, and with entraining magnetic field lines. Table 2 specifies average 
values, ranges, and dependences on heliocentric distance S; the median, average, and most 
probable values are comparable. The range of observed instantaneous values (any time scale 
5 a week) is somewhat broader than the range given in table 2;  at different times, extreme 
concentrations up to 200 ~ m - ~ ,  speeds up to 1000 km/s, and magnetic field strengths up to 
30 nT (30 gamma) have been observed near the Earth. Commonly streams of solar wind 
plasma exist, with high flow speed and temperature associated with low concentrations; 
interactions within and among moving streams include acoustic and plasma waves, shocks, 
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and discontinuities. To estimate cumulative (any time scale 2 a month) effects of solar wind 
impact, average values are appropriate. For heavier ions in the solar wind, both the flow and 
thermal speeds match those of the protons; their concentrations are 5 (0.2 c ~ - ~ ) S ' ~ ,  a 
typical value for He++ (the most common ion after H'). 
TABLE 2 
VALUES NEAR 1 AU AND RADIAL DEPENDENCES 
FOR SOLAR WIND PARAMETERS 
PARAMETER 
Protons 
concentration, cm-3 
flow speed, km/s 
thermal speed, km/s 
temperature, K 
energy (flow), eV 
flux (flow), m-2s-1 
pressure, N/m2 
Electrons 
concentration, cm-3 
flow speed, km/s 
thermal speed, km/s 
temperature, K 
energy (thermal), eV 
flux (thermal) mm2s-l 
ivlagnetic Fielu 
strength, nT (gammas: 
AVERAGE 
~~ 
5 
425 
50 
8X lo4 
900 
2 x 10l2 
1.5 x 10-9 
5 
425 
2700 
1.5 x 105 
1013 
20 
5 
RANGE* 
7 to  2.5 
350 to 550 
35 to  70 
(5 to  15) x 104 
600 to 1500 
(2.5 to  1.4) X 10l2 
(1.6 to 1.2) x 10-9 
7 to 2.5 
350 to  550 ** - - - - - _ - - - _ -  
2100 to  3300 
(1 to  2) x 1 0 5  
13 to  30 
(5 to  15) X 10l2 
2 to  8 
RADIAL 
DEPENDENCE 
S -  
none 
s-0.5 
s-1 t0.5 
none 
S- 
s 2  
S2 
none 
S-0 .5 
S-1 20.5 
S-1 20.5 
S-2 .5 20 .2 5 
S- 
*Typically data fall within this range about 60% of the time; some extremes are cited in section 3.1. Fo r  
surfaces shielded from the flow, e.9.. in a spacecraft's wake, electron properties are unchanged but 
protons are absent. 
Stream correlated quantit ies appear above the  dashed line w i t h  fast stream values a t  r ight  and slow at  
left; below the  l ine parameters are n o t  strongly correlated with streams. 
* *  
3.2 Galactic Cosmic Rays 
Galactic cosmic rays are relativistic charged particles (predominantly protons, with some 
electrons, positrons, and heavy nuclei) continuously present in interplanetary space at 
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integral fluxes 5 3 X 1 04m-2 s-’ and energies extending indefinitely upward from below 100 
MeV. In the following equations, the cosmic ray intensities are considered independent of 
time, direction, and location in interplanetary space with the exception of the time 
variations of E, (eqs. 16 through 18). The numerical representations (eqs. 14 through 17) 
for the integral and differential intensities are diagrammed in figure 14. 
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Figure 14.-Intensity spectra of galactic cosmic ray electrons and protons. Solid portions 
represent data and dashed portions extrapolations. The three branches of the 
proton curves represent solar cycle modulation in 1965, 1967, and 1969. 
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3.2.1 Electron Component 
The electron curves in figure 14 for the mean integral and differential intensities versus 
kinetic energy are specified by 
2000 400 
E3 /2  
I, = +-  
(aE6 + PE3 + E2 + Y)'/~ 
and 
500(6aE5 + 3/3EL + 2E) 
(aE6 t PE3 + E2 + 7)5/4 
600 
E5/, 
+- - ie - 
Here the required units are E in MeV (for 1 < E < 3 X lo5 MeV), I, in rn-,s-' s i 1  and i, in 
m-2s-1sr-'MeV-';and theparametervaluesarea = lo-',, / 3 = 1 0 - 3 , a n d y = 6 X  1 0 4 . F o r a  
precision within I%, terms proportional to  a may be ignored for E < 250 MeV and the last 
of the terms in the sum for I, or i, may be ignored for E > 250 MeV. The data on which the 
electron representations are based have a scatter of less than 25% about the curves. The 
positron intensities are 0.1 X 2' times the electron intensities (eqs. 14 and 15) at the same 
energy. 
3.2.2 Proton Component 
The proton curves in figure 14 for the mean integral and differential intensities versus 
kinetic energy are specified by 
1 o7 + (16) 3 x  io5 I =  P 
[,E6 + DE4 + E2 + (1.8)E;l 2 /5  E3l5(E +YE:) 
and 
lo7 [(1.6)E + 0.6yE;I 
(17) 
1.2 X lo5  ( 6 d 5  + 4pE3 + 2E) 
[aE6 i- DE4 + E2 + (1.X)E:l 7 /5  
i =  + 
E8/'(E + rE;), P 
Here the required units are the same as for electrons, and the parameter values are a = 
9,X and y = 8. For a precision within 1%, terms proportional to a may 
be ignored for E < lo9 MeV, terms proportional to /3 may be ignored for E < 2000 MeV, 
and the last of the two terms in the sum for I or i, may be ignored for 80 < E < lo1 
MeV. The energy parameter E, represents t i e  location of a maximum in the proton 
differential intensity ip and is variable in the solar cycle. Suitable values are shown in figure 
13 and are given by 
/3 = 5 X 
576 - I64(t - 1970)l 
576 - i64(t - 1980.5)1 
for 1964.75 < t < 1975.25 
for 1975.25 < t < 1985.75 (18) 
where t represents the date in solar cycle 20 or 2 1. The data on which the proton represen- 
tations are based have a scatter of less than 50% about the curves. 
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3.2.3 Other Nuclei 
ATOMIC WEIGHT 
(NUCLEONS) 
For the same values of kinetic energy E, specified in MeV/nucleon, the intensities of other 
cosmic ray nuclei are rclatcd to the proton intensities (eqs. 16 and 17) by the factors 
specified in table 3. 
RATIO TO PROTONS* 
TABLE 3 
INTENSITY RATIOS OF THE TWELVE MOST ABUNDANT 
COSMIC RAY NUCLEI TO PROTONS 
12 
16 
20 
24 
28 
56 
14 
NUCLEUS ATOMIC NUMBER 
Be 4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
2.5 x 10-3 
2.5 x 10-3 
4 x 10-4 
4 x 10-4 
3 x 10-4 
2.5 x 10-4 
6 X 
Ne 
Mg 
Si 
Fe 
10 
12 
14 
26 
*Accuracy in most cases better than 50%. 
3.3 Solar Particle Events 
Solar particle events are sporadic injections of energetic charged particles from the Sun into 
interplanetary space at very irregular intervals that are related to solar activity. Within each 
event, the particle intensity varies markedly with time (from time scales of less than a 
second to  a few days for the rise and decay of an entire event), position, direction, and 
energy. These intensity variations are unpredictable for any given combinations of individual 
event and detector trajectory so in the following description only the peak intensity 
(independent of time, position, and direction) and cumulative event fluence are specified on 
a probabilistic basis for a range of particle energies. 
The following two sections describe a technique which permits for an interplanetary mission 
of time interval t, < t < t,, the derivation of the intensity I and fluence F that will be 
exceeded with a probability P. The analysis has two branches from which one can be 
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selected on the basis of whether ordinary (OR) or anomalously large (AL) events dominate 
for a particular mission and probability: 
3.3.1 Peak Proton Intensity 
To include the relative event frequencies during the active and inactive portions of the solar 
cycle, compute the reduced time interval r where 
r = J: f(t)dt 
where the weighting function f(t) takes the value 1 .O during the seven most active years of 
each solar cycle (1977 through 1983 for cycle 21) and 0.3 at all other times. To include the 
relative severity of events observed at variable heliocentric distances S f 1 AU, compute the 
weighting factor 
For the computation of mission peak intensity I ,  the following procedures should be used. 
With T from equation 19 and the probability P (sec. 3.3), figure 11 is used to determine 
whether AL events or OR events alone should be considered, according to the side of lint 
N = 1 on which point (7, P) falls. Should it fall below and to the right of the N = 1 line, thc 
appropriate AL event intensities at S = 1 AU are given for four energy thresholds in the to1 
half of table 4. Should the point (7, P) fall above and to the left of the N = 1 line, thc 
appropriate OR event intensity at S = 1 AU can be read from figure 9 and scaled to energq 
thresholds ( f 3 0  MeV) by application of the OR event peak intensities specified by (log I> ir 
table 4. In either case, the intensity should also be multiplied by the weighting factor W, 
computed from equation 20, using m = 3. 
3.3.2 Proton Fluence 
Just as for the peak proton intensity, 7, P, and figure 11 are used to determine whether AL 
or  OR events dominate the case of interest. If the AL events dominate, the corresponding 
number of AL events can be interpolated from figure 12 and multiplied by the single AL 
event fluence entries in table 4. If the OR events dominate, the fluence for EP > 30 MeV 
can be read from figure 10 and scaled to other energies using the (log F> entries for OR 
events in table 4. In either case the fluence should be multiplied by the weighting factor W, 
computed from equation 20, using m = 2. 
3.3.3 Other Particles and Energies 
The foregoing proton description serves in the energy range 10 2 E 5 100 MeV, and 
provisionally up to 1000 MeV as well. Near the latter energy, very rare proton events (not 
more than about two per cycle) can reach brief (hours or less) peak integral intensities near 
I = (4 X lo6 m-2s-'sr-')(E/1000MeV)-~S-3 
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TABLE 4 
DISTRIBUTIONS REPRESENTING OR EVENTS (Cycle 20) 
PARAMETERS FOR AL  EVENT (AUGUST, 1972) AND FOR LOG-NORMAL PROTON 
PARAMETERS 
TYPE 
OF 
EVENT 
EP > 10 MeV 
Peak Intensity, I 
(me2 s-' sr-l) A L  
EVENTS 
8.8 108 
OR 
EVENTS 
Peak Intensity, 
(log I)  f 0,- 
(,,,-Zs-i ST-' 
6.61 f0.41 
I 
Fluence, F 
(m-2 
1 2.25 X 1014 
12.81 f0.29 F luence, 
(log F) f UF 
EP > 30 MeV 
2.1 x IO8 
8.1 x 1013 
5.81 k0.60 
1 1.92 k0.45 
EP > 60 MeV 
6.4 x 107 
2.45 X 10l3 
5.32 k0.53 
11.41 20.44 
> 100 MeV 
-P 
3 x 107 
5.5 x 10' 
(5.0 k0.5) 
10.78 k0.47 
where y = 0.7 for E < 1000 MeV and y = 4 for E > 1000 MeV (for details consult T. Foelsche 
in NASA TMX-2440, 1972, pp. 894-901 and in NASA SP-7 1, SP-169, and NASA-TND-77 15). 
Except for such events, galactic cosmic ray protons (sec. 3.2) dominate above 1000 MeV. 
In the interval between solar wind energies (1  KeV and 10 MeV), expressions that approxi- 
mate the peak solar proton integral intensity in the form I = (10sm-2s-' sr-')/S3E1.2 and 
the average solar proton integral intensity I = ( lo6 m-2 s-lsr- '  )/S2 E'.' are appropriate for 
heliocentric distance S in AU and proton kinetic energy E in MeV for < E < 10 MeV. 
Fluence can be derived from the average integral intensity. At all energies, helium nuclei 
intensities are of the order of 0.05 times the proton intensities but may range from 0.0 to 
0.25. Other positive ions may be neglected. 
For solar particle event electrons, expressions that approximate the peak electron integral 
intensity I = (105m-2s'1 sr-1)/S3E2 and the average electron integral intensity I = 
(400 m-2s-'sr-1)/S2 E2 are appropriate for heliocentric distance S in AU and electron kinetic 
energy E in MeV for 2 X < E < 10 MeV. Fluence can be derived from the average 
integral intensity. Beyond this energy range the solar wind or galactic cosmic ray electron 
descriptions apply. 
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APPENDIX A 
SY M BOLS * 
A 
B 
C 
dC2 
e 
E 
E2 
f 
F 
i 
I 
j 
J 
me 
m 
N 
n 
P 
P 
P(X) 
q(Y) 
Rz 
R 
S 
t 
T 
anisotropy, or atomic mass number 
magnetic field strength (nT) 
speed of light (3 X lo8 m/s) 
infinitesimal solid angle (sr) 
elementary charge (1.602 X 1 0-1 C) 
charged particle kinetic energy (MeV) 
energy parameter for galactic cosmic ray protons (MeV) 
differential fluence (m-2 MeV-' ) 
integral fluence (m-2 
differential intensity (m-2s-1 s i '  MeV1 ) 
integral intensity (m-2 s-' sr-l)  
differential (omnidirectional) flux (m-2 s-l MeV-' ) 
integral (omnidirectional) flux (m-2 s- l )  
electron rest mass (9.1 1 X 
proton rest mass (1.67 X 1 0-2 kg) 
number of observed solar proton events 
predicted number of solar proton events 
charged particle momentum (kg m/s) 
probability density for solar proton log I, peak intensity 
probability density for solar proton log F, event fluence 
rigidity (MV) 
monthly smoothed Zurich sunspot number 
heliocentric distance (AU) 
time (calendar years) 
past time interval (yr), for observed solar proton events 
kg) 
*Words in bold face are defined in Glossary (appendix B). 
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W, 
Z atomic charge number 
weighting function for solar proton I or F 
parameters in numerical representations of galactic cosmic ray intensity 
parameter in numerical representations of galactic cosmic ray and solar high energy 
proton iiitensities 
uI, uF parameters of distributions of solar proton peak intensity, fluence 
7 future time interval (yr), for solar proton event predictions 
Y 
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APPENDIX B 
GLOSSARY * 
Anisotropy (A) - The anisotropy is a dimensionless measure of the sensitivity of the local 
particle distribution (or intensity) to  direction (of incidence). There are diverse formal 
definitions, in all of which A =  0 when the distribution is isotropic (independent of 
direction); otherwise, for A > 0, sample usage includes A = (I, a x  - I, in)/Im ax  where 
and I, in  are intensities in the directions of maximum and minimum intensity, or A 
= (TI - TII)/TII where T, and Til are temperatures perpendicular and parallel to the local 
magnetic field. 
1, a x  
Fluence (f or F) - The fluence is the number of particles entering a unit area in a finite 
time. Like intensity (the basic quantity), it is differential (0 or integral (F). Thus f = Jj dt  
= JJi dS2 d t  = -dF/dE and F = JJ d t  = JF dEJJidf2 d t  = JFf dE. Units for f are 
m-2MeV-1 and for F are m-2. 
Flux 0 or J )  - The omnidirectional flux is the number of particles entering a unit area per 
unit time. Like intensity (the basic quantity), it is differential 0 )  or  integral (J). Thus 
j = Ji dC2 = -dJ/dE and J = JI dS2 = Jg dE Ji df2 = JF j dE. In the isotropic (A = 0) case, j 
= 4ni and J = 4nI. Units for j are m-2 s-' MeV-' and for J are m-2s-1. 
Intensity (i or I) - The intensity is the number of particles crossing a unit area, per unit 
time, from within a unit solid angle. I t  may depend on direction as well as on time and 
position, and is either differential (i, per unit energy interval) or  integral (I, for energies 
>E), in both cases depending on particle kinetic energy E. Thus i = -dI/dE and I = JFi dE. 
Units for i are m-2 s-'sr-' MeV1 and for I are m-2 s-l s i '  . 
Modulation - Modulation is the decrease in intensity of galactic cosmic ray energy spectra 
in interplanetary space compared to  that in interstellar space. The variable decrease is 
greatest at low cosmic ray energies and during high solar activity (cf. figs. 6 and 14). 
Rigidity (R) - The rigidity of a charged particle is the absolute value of pc/Ze, and the 
radius of curvature of its trajectory in a magnetic field is R/Bc. For relativistic particles of 
unit charge, R in MV approximately equals E in MeV, whereas for most nuclei (A/Z x 2), 
R in MV approximately equals 2E for E in MeV/nucleon. 
*Cross references within the Glossary are indicated by bold face. Symbols are described in appendix A. 
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NASA SPACE VEHICLE 
DESIGN CRITERIA MONOGRAPHS 
ENVIRONMENT 
SP-8 00 5 
SP-80 10 
SP-801 1 
SP-80 1 3 
SP-80 1 7 
SP-8 0 2 0 
SP-802 1 
SP-8023 
SP-8037 
SP-8038 
SP-8049 
SP-8067 
SP-8069 
SP-8084 
SP-8085 
SP-809 1 
SP-8092 
SP-8 103 
Solar Electromagnetic Radiation, revised May 197 1 
Models of Mars’ Atmosphere (1974) revised December 1974 
Models of Venus Atmosphere ( 1972), revised September 1972 
Meteoroid Environment Model- 1969 (Near Earth to Lunar Surface), 
March 1969 
Magnetic Fields-Earth and Extraterrestrial, March 1969 
Mars Surface Models ( 1968), May 1969 
Models of Earth’s Atmosphere (90 to 2500 km), revised March 1973 
Lunar Surface Models, May 1969 
Assessment and Control of Spacecraft Magnetic Fields, September 
1970 
Meteoroid Environment Model- 1970 (Interplanetary and Planetary), 
October 1970 
The Earth’s Ionosphere, March 197 1 
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